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Ever since the Supreme Court an-

nounced its decision in the case of 
Hamdan v. Rumsfeld, I have made clear 
that my three primary goals for legis-
lation authorizing military tribunals 
were: (1) Adjudicating the cases of de-
tained terrorists in proceedings that 
are consistent with our values of jus-
tice, (2) protecting classified informa-
tion, and (3) ensuring that our military 
and intelligence officers have clear 
standards for what is, and is not, per-
missible during detention and interro-
gation operations. 

After discussing these issues with 
National Security Adviser Hadley and 
officials at the Department of Justice, 
I am comfortable in saying that this 
legislation accomplishes each of those 
goals. 

First, the legislation authorizes the 
President to establish military com-
missions for the trial of unlawful 
enemy combatants. Enemy combatants 
tried under this legal system will have 
the benefit of a comprehensive process 
that assures them of legal representa-
tion, access to witnesses and evidence, 
the ability to present a defense, and 
the ability to appeal any judgment to 
the Court of Military Commission Re-
view, the DC Circuit Court of Appeals, 
and, ultimately, to the Supreme Court. 

I dare say that some who may be 
tried by these military commissions 
will receive more due process and legal 
protection than they were ever willing 
to grant to others. 

Second, while ensuring a full and fair 
process, the legislation also recognizes 
the important role that classified in-
formation is likely to play in these 
trials. The legislation expressly pro-
vides the government with a privilege 
to protect classified information. At 
the same time, the bill provides a num-
ber of ways for the trial court to en-
sure that the defendant is sufficiently 
apprised of the evidence to be used 
against him. I think this bill strikes 
the right balance between providing a 
full and fair process, and protecting 
classified information. 

Third, and most important to me as 
chairman of the Intelligence Com-
mittee, the bill provides military and 
intelligence officers conducting deten-
tion and interrogation operations with 
clear standards. 

Why is this so important? Because, 
there is a consensus in the intelligence 
community that terrorist interroga-
tions are the single best source of ac-
tionable intelligence against the plots 
of a determined enemy. 

Interrogation is a tool used by our 
brave men and women in the military 
and intelligence community to combat 
a continuing terrorist threat from 
those who are bent on attacking and 
killing Americans. 

The majority of useable and action-
able intelligence against al-Qaida 
comes from terrorist interrogations 
and debriefings. This tool is vital to 
keeping Americans safe—it is irre-
placeable and it must be preserved. 

Of particular note is the CIA’s deten-
tion and interrogation program, which 

has been a supremely valuable source 
of information. This program has pro-
duced intelligence that has helped dis-
rupt terrorist networks and prevent 
terrorist attacks. Furthermore, it has 
been carefully monitored to ensure 
that it complies with all our laws. 

But, the Supreme Court’s decision in 
Hamdan applied the Geneva Conven-
tion’s Common Article 3 to unlawful 
enemy combatants. This threatened to 
shut down the CIA’s detention and in-
terrogation operations. 

The standard articulated in Common 
Article 3 is extremely vague. This 
standard leaves military and intel-
ligence officers in the dark as to what 
is, and what is not, permitted in de-
taining and interrogating unlawful 
enemy combatants. Moreover, because 
under current law any violation of 
Common Article 3 is a criminal viola-
tion, our interrogators potentially 
could be subjected to criminal prosecu-
tion for otherwise lawful actions. 

Consequently, Congress must act to 
ensure that our military personnel and 
intelligence officers are not forced to 
operate, or be subjected to prosecution, 
under such a vague standard. It is our 
responsibility to provide clear guid-
ance to military personnel and intel-
ligence officers as to what is, and is 
not, permitted in interrogations. The 
standard must be clear enough so that 
our intelligence officers, who are mak-
ing judgment calls in the field, can 
continue to operate. 

The legislation currently before the 
Senate provides that clarity. It ex-
pressly provides for what acts con-
stitute grave breaches of Common Ar-
ticle 3 and what acts would be subject 
to prosecution. It further allows the 
President to promulgate regulations 
for lesser violations of treaty obliga-
tions. 

As a result, in passing this legisla-
tion, we will give the dedicated and 
honorable Americans on the front lines 
in the war on terror the clarity they 
need to fulfill their mission. 

To win this war and keep Americans 
safe, our troops in the field and our law 
enforcement personnel here at home 
need timely and actionable intel-
ligence. We get that intelligence in 
many forms such as satellite imagery, 
intercepted communications, financial 
tracking and human intelligence, in-
cluding interrogations. In the past 
months, many of these intelligence col-
lection tools have been damaged by de-
liberate leaks of classified information. 

We can ill afford to lose any of these 
intelligence collection tools if we are 
to succeed. I am grateful that this bill 
will allow our Nation to continue its 
highly valuable interrogation pro-
grams. 

I support the bill, and I urge my col-
leagues to do the same. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, we 
have had a very good debate. We have 
voted on one amendment. We have 
time remaining on the Specter amend-
ment. We should be able to conclude 
that debate in the morning and pro-

ceed, I presume, to a prompt vote on 
the Specter amendment, and then pro-
ceed with the other two amendments. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
now proceed to a period for the trans-
action of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak for up to 10 
minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ULTRASOUND IMAGING 

Mr. FRIST. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak about the use of ultrasound im-
aging by emergency physicians. Octo-
ber 2006 marks the 10-year anniversary 
of the establishment of the American 
College of Emergency Physicians, 
ACEP, Section of Emergency 
Ultrasound, which actively encourages 
research and training of emergency 
physicians in the use of emergency 
ultrasound. October 15, 2006, celebrates 
Emergency Ultrasound Day. 

As a trauma surgeon, I spent many 
days and nights serving the emergency 
department. Emergency ultrasound, 
defined as the use of ultrasound imag-
ing at the patient’s bedside, is a crit-
ical component of quality emergency 
medical care. Ultrasound imaging en-
hances the physician’s ability to evalu-
ate, diagnose, and treat patients in the 
emergency department. It provides im-
mediate information and can answer 
specific questions about the patient’s 
physical condition, such as deter-
mining whether a presenting patient 
has thoracic and abdominal traumas, 
ectopic pregnancy, pericardial effusion, 
and many other conditions. 

High-quality emergency care is de-
pendent on rapid diagnostic tools, en-
hanced safety of emergency proce-
dures, and reduced treatment time. Im-
aging technology has greatly improved 
quality of care and made invasive med-
ical procedures safer. 

Emergency physicians are trained in 
the use of imaging equipment during 
their residency as well as continuing 
medical education courses. Hospital 
privileges further validate this train-
ing. 

Emergency ultrasound has moved 
outside the hospital due to its compact 
nature. In fact, emergency ultrasound 
technology is helpful onsite during 
military and disaster medical care. It 
has served in the care of America’s 
brave military troops during both the 
gulf and Iraq wars. Also, emergency 
ultrasound was used to care for pa-
tients last year after Hurricane 
Katrina and will be helpful in respond-
ing to other disasters and mass cas-
ualty events. 

Mr. President, I congratulate the 
work of the ACEP Section of Emer-
gency Ultrasound. It has increased 
awareness of the contribution and 
value of emergency ultrasound by 
emergency physicians in the medical 
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